REMARKS 



Receipt of the Office Action of December 6, 2007 is gratefully acknowledged. 

Claims 15-17 and 19-28 have been re-examined. These claims are 
indicated as containing allowable subject matter. At the same time these claims 
have been rejected under 35 USC 1 12, under the first and second paragraphs. 
Under the first paragraph, the rejection is based on the fact that claim 15 defines a 
single rod with three oscillatory members, whereas the written text describes three 
rods. Under the second paragraph, the rejection is based o the fact of 
indefiniteness also because of the "single rod - three rods" difference. To overcome 
these rejection to thereby place this application in condition for allowance, claim 15 
has been amended to delete the citation of "a single rod." 

Claims 19-26 are objected to because they depend from a rejected claim. 
To overcome this objection, claims 19-26 have been amended to depend from 
claim 15. 

Finally, the examiner objects to the drawings. In reply, REPLACEMENT 
SHEETS for Figs. 1-4 are being submitted herewith. 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration is respectfully requested and claims 
15- 17 and 19-26 allowed. 
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